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EDITOR'S NOTES
The Editorial Board of the Review has attempted in this issue to provide
our readers with articles which not only have immediate utility in current
practice but also give consideration to those emerging legal concepts which
should be familiar to all members of the legal profession.
In an article on Discovery under the Federal Rules, Mr. Jeremiah Long
has extensively explored a complex area of importance to the lawyer.
Following this, Mr. Richard Steincipher surveys the legal aspects of
medical malpractice in Washington. This will, we believe, be of value to
both the attorney and the physician. Professor Morris, who represented
the University of Washington professors in the recent loyalty oath case,
Baggett v. Bullitt, 377 U.S. 360 (1964), presents the historical setting
of the Washington loyalty oath and the position this case occupies in the
modern constitutional law framework. Another constitutional law problem,
having immediate importance in Washington, is presented by Professor
Mitchell in his analysis of judicial restraint and legislative redistricting
prior to Baker v. Carr.
It may be well to note that the January issue of the Review will be
devoted to the Washington tax structure, an area which will provide the
1965 Washington Legislature with problems ranking second only to re-
apportionment. This forthcoming issue will also contain an analysis of the
revised Probate Code which is to be presented to the 1965 legislature.
DONALD C. COLE
Editor-in-Chief
